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STATUS REQUEST 
To the Director of the Patent and Trademark Office 
Sir: 

Status of the Petition filed May 7, 2002 and withdrawal of abandonntSnt are 
requested. 

The issue is simple, compact and non-complex: 

1 . Does Rule 1 . 1 92(c)(7) mean, as stated, that if claims in a group are not 

explained as separately patentable following the guidelines of 1 . 1 92(c)(8), 

. .the Board shall select a single claim from the group and 
shall decide the appeal as to the ground of rejection on the 
basis of that claim alone"? 



2. If the answer is u yes " the Appeal should be reinstated. 



Received from < 703 448 7397 > at 6/18/02 1:49:07 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



Jun 02 02: 08p 



J C URRY 



703 448-7397 



P- 2 



3. If the answer is "no, subsection 7 does not mean what it states, even absent 
contrary statements in MPEP Chapter 1200 " which would appear to be arbitrary, then a 
decision on the petition should so state with reasons and basis, so that a further 
administrative appeal may be taken. 

Neither 1 .192(d) nor MPEP Chapter 1200 appears to overrule what Rule 
1 . 1 92(c)(7) states that the Board shall do. 



Respectfully, 




J&nes C. Wray, R6§. No. 22,693 
Meera P. Narasimhan, Reg. No. 40,252 
1493 Chain Bridge Road, Sui^300 
McLean, Virginia 22101 *(JL 
Tel: (703)442-4800 
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